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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/27/04 have been fiiUy considered. Applicant's arguments 
with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

f 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this OfiBce action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hurta et al. 
(US 5,450,087), in view of Fitzgibbon et al. (US 2003/0210131) 

Regarding claim 1, Hurta discloses a method for use with a control device, which control 
device is operably coupleable to a barrier operator and receives movable barrier operator 
instructions from a plurality of transmitters, each of which transmitters is identifiable by a unique 
identifier, the method comprising: (col. 1, lines 43-51). Hurta meets the following limitations of 
the method: 

providing a memory containing a plurality of the unique identifiers (col. 
17, lines 13-62), 

wherein at least some of the unique identifiers can also have stored in 
correspondence therewith a blocking indicator to indicate that the unique 
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identifier associated with the blocking indicator is not authorized to control at 
least one aspect of the movable barrier operator; [col. 17, lines 13-62] 

Hurta uses 5 memory blocks where one of the blocks uses an identifying code such as account 
number - there is a flags register associated with the account IDs that contain bits that provide 
information that include blocking indicators. These bits, depending on the values, could be used 
to not allow access by the identifying codes [account ID]. In the case of the Table should in the 
passage there is a means of showing for an account "delinquent account" which could be 
considered a blocking indicator, 

- upon detecting assertion of a first user interface input that comprises 
a command to display blocked unique identifiers, displaying at least a first 
memory location address as contains a unique identifier as is then stored in the 
memory in association with one of the blocking indicators (col. 17, line 64-67 and col. 
26, lines 27-52) 

In the cited passage Hurta discusses a maintenance mode in which an authorized entity can store 
user information into the transponders memory. It is inherent that when entering data into a 
memory there is typically a means for the user to see the current state (usually the computer 
display screen) of the memory content upon entry into the system. Hurta does not explicitly state 
that the transponder is coupled to a movable barrier operator. 
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Fitzgibbon discloses a method for use with a control device, which control device is 
operably coupleable to a movable barrier operator and receives movable barrier operator 
instructions from a plurality of transmitters, each of which transmitters is identifiable by a unique 
identifier (unique fingerprint - paragraph 0008-001 1), 

Hurta and Fitzgibbon are combinable because they share a common endeavor, namely, 
mechanism that relate to parking garage or toll road access. At the time of the applicant's 
invention it would have been obvious to modify the transponder of Hurta to manipulate the 
movable barrier mechanism of Fitzgibbon so that any reason for denied access could be readily 
made visible. 

Regarding claim 10, Hurta discloses a method for use with a control device, which 
control device is operably coupleable to a barrier operator and receives movable barrier operator 
instructions from a plurality of transmitters, each of which transmitters is identifiable by a unique 
identifier, the method comprising: (col. 1, lines 43-51). Hurta meets the limitations for a device 
for use with a movable barrier operator comprising: 

- memory means for storing identifying information as corresponds to 
a plurality of remote control transmitters and blocking information in 
association with any identifying information that corresponds to specific 
remote control transmitters that are not fiiUy authorized with respect to the 
movable barrier operator; (col. 17, hnes 13-62), 
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Hurta uses 5 memory blocks where one of the blocks uses an identifying code such as account 
number - there is a flags register associated with the account IDs that contain bits that provide 
information that include blocking indicators. These bits, depending on the values, could be used 
to not allow access by the identifying codes [account ID]. In the case of the Table should in the 
passage there is a means of showing for an account "delinquent account" which could be 
considered a blocking indicator. 

- display means for displaying at least memory location addresses; (col. 26, lines 

27-52) 

In the cited passage Hurta discusses a maintenance mode in which an authorized entity can store 
user information into the transponders memory. It is well known that when entering data into a 
memory there is typically a means for the user to see the current state (usually the computer 
display screen) of the memory content upon entry into the system. 

- user interface means for causing memory location addresses that 
correspond to identifying information for blocked remote control transmitters 

to be displayed in response to a command that blocked transmitters be displayed. 

In the cited passage Hurta discusses a maintenance mode in which an authorized entity can store 
user information into the transponders memory. It is inherent that when entering data into a 
memory there is typically a means for the user to see the current state (usually the computer 
display screen) of the memory content upon entry into the system. Hurta does not explicitly state 
that the transponder is coupled to a movable barrier operator. 
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Fitzgibbon discloses a method for use with a control device, which control device is 
operably coupleable to a movable barrier operator and receives movable barrier operator 
instructions from a plurality of transmitters, each of which transmitters is identifiable by a unique 
identifier (unique fingerprint - paragraph 0008-001 1), 

Hurta and Fitzgibbon are combinable because they share a common endeavor, namely, 
mechanism that relate to parking garage or toll road access. At the time of the applicant's 
invention it would have been obvious to modify the transponder of Hurta to manipulate the 
movable barrier mechanism of Fitzgibbon so that any reason for denied access could be readily 
made visible. 

Regarding claim 15, Hurta discloses a method for use with a control device, which 
control device is operably coupleable to a barrier operator and receives movable barrier operator 
instructions from a plurality of transmitters, each of which transmitters is identifiable by a unique 
identifier, the method comprising: (col. 1, lines 43-51). the method comprising: 

- providing a memory containing a plurality of the unique identifiers, (col. 17, 

lines 13-62) 

wherein at least some of the unique identifiers can also have stored in 
correspondence therewith a blocking indicator to indicate that the unique 
identifier associated with the blocking indicator is not authorized to provide 
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at least one instruction; (col. 17, lines 13-62) 

Hurta uses 5 memory blocks where one of the blocks uses an identifying code such as account 
number - there is a flags register associated with the account IDs that contain bits that provide 
information that include blocking indicators. These bits, depending on the values, could be used 
to not allow access by the identifying codes [account ID]. In the case of the Table should in the 
passage there is a means of showing for an account "delinquent account" which could be 
considered a blocking indicator. 

- upon detecting assertion of a first user interface input that comprises 
a command to display blocked unique identifiers, displaying at least a first memory 
location address as contains a unique identifier as is then stored in the memory in 
association with one of the blocking indicators, (col. 26, lines 27-52) ^ 

In the cited passage Hurta discusses a maintenance mode in which an authorized entity can store 
user information into the transponders memory. It is inherent that when entering data into a 
memory there is typically a means for the user to see the current state (usually the computer 
display screen) of the memory content upon entry into the system. Hurta does not explicitly state 
that the transponder is coupled to a movable barrier operator. 

Fitzgibbon discloses a method for use with a control device, which control device is 
operably coupleable to a movable barrier operator and receives movable barrier operator 
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instructions from a plurality of transmitters, each of which transmitters is identifiable by a imique 
identifier (unique fingerprint - paragraph 0008-001 1), 



Hxuta and Fitzgibbon are combinable because they share a common endeavor, namely, 
mechanism that relate to parking garage or toll road access. At the time of the applicant's 
invention it would have been obvious to modify the transponder of Hurta to manipulate the 
movable barrier mechanism of Fitzgibbon so that any reason for denied access could be readily 
made visible. 

Regarding claim 2, Hurta inherently teaches upon detecting assertion of a second user 
interface input that comprises a command to display additional block unique identifiers, 
displaying at least an additional memory location address as contains a unique identifier as is 
then stored in the memory in association with one of the blocking indicators (col. 17, lines 12-67, 
col. 18, lines 1-50 and col. 26, lines 28-52, where Hurta discusses contents of memory blocks are 
written at service centers. Therefore, all blocks are accessible). 

Regarding claim 3, Hurta fails to teach when there is no additional blocked unique 
identifier to display, displaying at least one earlier displayed memory location address as 
contains a unique identifier as is then stored in the memory in association with one of the 
blocking indicators. Official Notice is taken that the concept and advantage of providing a 
means to display earlier memory locations when there are no additional memory locations is well 
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known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to provide additional memory 
locations in order to utilize such a display scheme as a diagnostic tool. 

Regarding claims 4-9, Hurta discloses the contents of the memory are written at the 
service center (col. 17, lines 64 to col. 18, lines 3), therefore inherently teaches tactile assertion 
of user inputs on a keyboard that would include special characters and numbers. 

Regarding claim 11, Hurta inherently teaches at least interface that the user interface 
displays one memory location address at a time. (col. 17, line 64 - coL 18, line 3 as there is 
shown "read-only" capability) 

Regarding claim 12, Hurta does not explicitly state that user causes the display to iterate a 
seriatim of memory locations for blocked transmitters. However, the examiner takes Official 
Notice that the user interface means displays a series of memory location addresses at a time is 
well known and at the time of the applicant's invention it would have been obvious to utilize 
such a display scheme as a diagnostic tool. 

Regarding claim 13, Hurta does not explicitly teach presenting a previously presented 
memory location for a blocked transmitter after all blocked transmitters have ab*eady been 
displayed. However, the examiner takes Official Notice that such schemes are well known and it 
would have been obvious to modify the Hurta to include such, as such scheme would be a design 
choice and basically provides a default setting. 
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Regarding claim 14, Hurta does inherently teach the user interface comprising a keypad 
(col. 17, line 64 to col. 18, line 3 - shown by use of the language 'Svritten ... by the authorized 
entity"). 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be addressed to 
Alan Gantt at telephone number (571)272-7878. The examiner can normally be reached 
between 9:30 AM and 6 PM within the Eastem Time Zone. The group FAX number is (571) 
273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to this application should be directed to 
Supervisory Patent Examiner Nay Maung at telephone number (571) 272-7882. 



Conclusion 





Alan T. Gantt 



September 30, 2004 



